Introduction
In recent years there has been an explosion of database leaks. Many of these are related to the WikiLeaks organization: e.g. the Afghan and Iraq war logs, the diplomatic cables, the Guantanamo dossiers and the Stratfor emails. Yet, database leaks are not exclusively a WikiLeaks phenomenon. Examples unrelated to the WikiLeaks undertaking are, for example, the British expense account scandal, Al Jazeera's disclosure of the Palestine papers, the Ed Balls files about plotting in the Labour Party, or the Guardian disclosure of the Assad emails. Leaks such as these were not impossible before the information age -think of the Pentagon Papers, -but they have become much simpler in the present day. In this paper we will address the question: How to understand such database leaks? Our main focus will be on the notion that these database leaks are great levelers; that they restore a degree of symmetry in relationships that have become pathologically asymmetrical. WikiLeaks is often treated as a textbook case of disintermediation, as a prime example of a process that is diminishing the information monopoly of social and political elites and empowering the uninformed public to make up their own minds. We believe this expectation of grass-roots empowerment is implausible and needs to be supplemented by a better understanding of what databases are and how they can restore balance in the relationship between governing elites and the public.
Central to the asymmetry narrative is the widespread perception that the press is in structural decline. In a diminishing market, the Forth Estate, increasingly dependent on the caprice of investors and outgunned by sophisticated and wellheeled press officers and public relations departments, finds it more and more difficult to function as the check on power it is supposed to be. This growing failure of the press, in turn, has created a vacuum that skeptical netizens and internet activists with an anarchic devotion to openness have tried to fill with disclosures of large caches of sensitive information. Hence, according to the asymmetry narrative, in the arms race between powerful public institutions that try to monopolize information and citizens that try to open up those monopolies, these internet leaks are tilting the balance back to the citizens.
It is not at all clear whether this is the best way to understand the phenomenon of database leaks. The question remains what kind of transparency large and unwieldy collections of data provide. The information of large databases is rarely self-evident. Typically, these databases provide the raw data for an understanding of the character of an officeholder, the ethic of a group of officials, or the wider culture and attitude of an institution. As a rule, they are not some selfevident "truth," but provide the raw material for the construction of more or less accurate interpretations of what the truth might be. For the interpretation of these data sets, the role of experts and intermediaries, we will argue, remains imperative.
This poses the question whether these database leaks herald a new era of disintermediation, in which the public can cut out the middle men -the failing journalists and pundits who used to process and filter information -and go straight to the source, the raw data, to make up their own minds and construct their own interpretation. Or, whether experts remain essential intermediaries for the interpretation of raw information.
Even though these database leaks are bringing about seismic changes, we argue that they should not be misunderstood as the harbingers of a new age of egalitarian democracy. What Schattschneider pointed out in his 1960s classic, The Semi-Sovereign People is still true today: the notion that in a true democracy the public can, and should, process all the necessary information and make up its own mind about all the ways in which modern government should be regulating society, sets an implausibly high standard for democratic citizenship. "There is no escape from the problem of ignorance," Schattschneider noted, "nobody knows enough to run the government."
2 In our daily lives we are dependent on experts in countless ways and government is no different. If anything, this "problem of ignorance" has only become larger. Hence, the issue for democracy, as Schattschneider argued, is not 4 interests. 7 Republican democracy counsels even more intensive participation. It favors a deliberative democracy in which media engage in thoughtful and inclusive public discourse rather than merely the provision of facts and information. 8 Republican democracy, in the words of Baker, wants its media to be 'civil, objective, balanced, and comprehensive -although some slippage in the first three might be allowed if necessary in order to not overly restrict participation.'
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The complex democracy view that Baker champions, finally, contains elements of both liberal pluralism and republican democracy. Complex democracy 'assumes the reality and legitimacy of bargaining among groups over irreconcilable conceptions of the good,' but it 'also hopes for discursive development of common conceptions of aspects of the good.' 10 Hence, complex Democracy requires a media system that combines the functions of fair partisan bargaining (from liberal pluralist model) with civic and inclusive discourses aimed at agreement (from republican model). 11 Complex democrats agree with the republican view that politics should be about honest deliberation to arrive at the better argument and not simply about mere majority opinions in the polling data. 12 However, they also recognize with liberal pluralism that 'the state appropriately responds in part to private needs and concerns, which are part of the data for bargaining discourses.' 13 Complex democracy, in short, needs a media that both provides the necessary information and expresses the existing plurality of opinions and that develops this information and this existing range of views further into deliberate and well-considered opinions. From the viewpoint of complex democracy the question that should be addressed with respect to WikiLeaks is not only how large datasets should be digested into manageable information, but also how this information should inform well-considered opinions.
As a final point, we will argue that it is essential to appreciate the fact that large datasets have become transitory. A database can now migrate across the globe in a matter of minutes, if not seconds, and reside within the global network beyond the control of any national jurisdiction. A world in which leaks of large databases are possible is also a world in which data sets can no longer be contained within national borders. Hence, the way to deal with large database leaks is no longer primarily a question of national rules and regulations, but has become a question of international governance. We will argue that the best way to approach database We will argue that WikiLeaks' best option is to become a new international player in a system of checks and balances, that will help compel the agents of national publics -their radio and television networks, newspapers and news agencies, -to define their options. This will also tie WikiLeaks -or any organization that will replicate its model -into forms of collaboration that will restrain and delimit its unrestricted freedom. Such a form of global governance would be an immense improvement on the dominant strategy to deal with WikiLeaks, so far. This strategy mainly involves heavy-handed bullying by the United States government of third parties on which
WikiLeaks depends for its daily operation -companies like Amazon, EveryDNS, Mastercard, Visa, and PayPal, -as well as attempts to pursue anyone involved with
WikiLeaks aggressively in American courts. In a time when traditional media organizations are languishing and the internet is the most likely locus for critical journalism in the future, these tactics should make everybody concerned about freedom of speech on the internet.
In an early assessment of the WikiLeaks phenomena, Geert Lovink makes a number of interesting remarks that bear more generally on database disclosures.
WikiLeaks is hard to categorize, Lovink observes. This unsettled character traces back to the dual functions Wikileaks performs: On the one hand, WikiLeaks is a gateway for datasets of third parties, while on the other it is a journalistic/editorial outfit, processing and interpreting information for a global public. "One of the main difficulties with explaining WikiLeaks," Lovink claims: "arises from the fact that it is unclear (also to the WikiLeaks people themselves) whether it sees itself and operates as a content provider or as a simple conduit for leaked data (the impression is that it sees itself as either/or, depending on context and circumstances)." Lovink suggests that such "content vs. carrier debates" are difficult to resolve and claims that it "might be better to look for fresh approaches and develop new critical concepts for what has become a hybrid publishing practice involving actors far beyond the traditional domain of the professional media." That is why, he points out, Assange and the 13 Ibid.
people behind WikiLeaks do not want to be described in ordinary terms as journalists or hackers, but "claim to represent a new Gestalt on the world information stage."
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WikiLeaks is both the muckraking commentator producing incendiary material and the publishing house putting it on paper; it is both the pundit on television and the cable company carrying him to your screen.
These remarks point in the right direction, but remain quite hazy. The aim of this article is to move the analysis on a little further and to sketch a governance model suitable for such globalized leak sites as WikiLeaks. We will argue that standards for such organizations as WikiLeaks can be derived from the given that they typically involve big data collections. These big data sets are quite opaque in their significance. They cannot be equated with "the truth," or "objective knowledge," unthinkingly. At most, they are material that can be turned into a warranted understanding of the truth. If large data sets are largely meaningless and illegible for the average citizen without a degree of editing, interpretation and provision of context, -and the experience of WikiLeaks suggests that they are -than the neutral role of such organization as WikiLeaks, and the excuse that they are just carriers of information, rings hollow. This suggests that the role of WikiLeaks is ineluctably one of being a "content provider" and never simply one of being an information "carrier." The norms, values and ideals it should conform to must follow from this recognition.
Our argument will fall apart into three sections. To begin with, we will outline the rise of "Big Data," i.e. the rapid increase in the size, spread and availability of data. It is important to understand this development, because it sets the scene for the emergence of exposures such as WikiLeaks. Secondly, we will outline the different models that have been suggested to make use of the opportunities afforded by this information revolution. WikiLeaks has advocated a number of rationales for its new role as a pioneer of leak-sites, and has tried out different models for its leaking enterprise. Al Jazeera and Daniel Domscheit Berg have developed alternatives. We will argue that the eventual collaboration of WikiLeaks with a number of international
Newspapers provides the best model so far. Finally, we will try to draw conclusions for the new environment that WikiLeaks has helped to create. just a problem restricted to government elites, but a problem that also extends to the information they are trying to monopolize? James Gleick seems to be a more astute observer of the information explosion in this respect. The ready availability of information that Sifry describes so vividly, Gleick argues, does not lead to greater enlightenment, but to information overload and confusion. Overabundance just leads to a confused pile of data: some of it relevant but most of it inconsequential. Hence, Gleick argues: "The need for filters intrudes on any thought experiment about the wonders of abundant information."
Changes in the Information Landscape
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The recent experiences with database leaks seem to bear out Gleick's assessment. Large databases of raw information are so complex and unwieldy that they remain largely inaccessible to citizens, unless they are processed, interpreted and explained by intermediaries and experts. This leads to a second problem. Once, the problem of information overload is acknowledged, Gleick notes, and the "harassed consumer of information turns to filters to separate the metal from the dross", the choice of filters immediately "raises issues of trust and taste." 27 Complex data sets do not only fail to declare their own meaning and significance to the public, they also fail to provide a clear and univocal meaning that everybody will accept. 25 The term "cognitive surplus" was adopted from Clay Shirky. According to Shirky "cognitive surplus" is the result of two transitions: (1) "the buildup of well over a trillion hours of free time each year on the part of the world's educated population" and (2) "the invention and spread of public media that enable ordinary citizens, previously locked out, to pool that free time in pursuit of activities they like or care about" (Shirky 2010, p. 27 Sifry suggests that once there is transparency, all persons of good will, will converge on a shared analysis of the problems and on the best solutions to solve them. This seems an unlikely outcome. The abundance of data and information that is now freely available to the public will undoubtedly lead to fundamental changes in the relationship between office holders and citizens. Yet, it will not lead to an end of politics as such. Even under conditions of full transparency, people will still arrive at different analyses of what the data mean, they will still define the problems differently and they will still contest each other's solutions.
Moreover, there is a second problem with Sifry's reliance on crowdsourcing to deal with the new abundance of data. This is a problem that has plagued WikiLeaks right from the start. A whistleblowing site like WikiLeaks will attract leaks that contain a great deal of sensitive information. People may get into serious trouble if things they report in private correspondence are disclosed. Names of informants or agents may get out. Sensitive information that could endanger national security might fall into the wrong hands. A great deal of the work involved in publishing leaked data sets is focused on filtering out exactly such information. Information that is legitimately kept secret, that would put people's lives at risk, or that would get them into trouble.
Weeding out such secret information does not lend itself to crowdsourcing. You cannot make a large data set available to internet users to decide what part of that data set should not be made public. Hence, in practice WikiLeaks quickly departed from this crowdsourcing model.
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All in all, the vision of crowdsourcing described by Sifry does not seem to offer a serviceable solution for information overflow. The way information typically manifests itself in the computer age is through large sets of structured data. Certainly the revelations of WikiLeaks come in this form. The nature of this type of information has not raised many questions. Yet, there is nothing straightforward about consulting a large collection of documents or a spreadsheet with information on a WikiLeaks site. People cannot read through these enormous datasets from start to finish. They can undertake targeted searches of the material, they can navigate it from a certain angle, but they cannot take it all in and decide on the point of it all. Indeed, depending on the "search history," the particular set of pages consulted in the database, readers will have a fairly unique impression of the information on offer.
Consulting a database is something quite different from the one-track, linear experience of reading a text or watching a video. Indeed, cultural theorist Lev
Manovich has termed the database the quintessential "genre" of the 21 st century. The database, he claims, lacks a narrative structure. There is no beginning or end, and no sequential turn of events: "As a cultural form, database represents the world as a list of items and it refuses to order this list." 29 The database in other words is a plastic entity. It consists of data structures that can be ordered in different ways. Different algorithms will produce different performances, and different linkages will lead to different narratives. Not everyone is proficient at this game, and different types of expertise can help draw out different types of readings.
The Database Leaks
The revelations by WikiLeaks reached the public predominantly through stories in the regular press. These stories offered a highly digested rendition of the information on offer in the WikiLeaks data sets. To understand the peculiar problems posed by database leaks, however, it is important to gauge what these leaks contained exactly.
Below we will describe the iconic leak of the Pentagon Papers -often used as an The dilemma for WikiLeaks is that its ideology of transparency makes it difficult to fully acknowledge its role as a mediator and interpreter of leaked information, while its practice of simply disclosing raw leaked information in an undigested and inaccessible form, fails to realize its ambition of speaking truth to power
New Models for the Information Age
WikiLeaks seems to fit right into the grand narrative of the information age. In an interconnected world, as Clay Shirky has argued, the media are moving inexorably from a traditional model of "filter, then publish," to a new model of "publish, then filter." 41 Since there are no costs and limitations to the provision of information on the Internet, there is no need for a caste of journalistic professionals to cut the available information down to size. There are no longer any limits to the amount of content and information that can be posted on the net. Nor are there any insurmountable thresholds for people to enter into the journalism game. Consequently, whether some piece of information or analysis is worthwhile is not so much decided by a group of professionals beforehand, but increasingly by the community of Internet users afterwards -hence: "publish, then filter".
WikiLeaks has certainly been keen to embrace this vision of openness and crowdsourcing. Indeed, one of the guiding principles of WikiLeaks is the right of everyone to freedom of opinion and expression (art. 19 UDHR), a right that "includes freedom to hold opinions without interference and to seek, receive and impart 39 Coll 2010. 40 WikiLeaks. In its short life WikiLeaks has adopted several rationales to explain the way it wants to challenge the secrecy of public institutions and serve the values of democracy and freedom of speech. WikiLeaks' mission statement has shifted from a hacker ideal of full transparency in its early stages, to a notion of scientific journalism and, finally, to a collaborative joint-venture model with the mainstream press and NGOs. These three broad models for publishing the data leaks -(1) the model of full transparency, (2) the model of scientific journalism, and (3) the symbiotic collaboration with the mainstream press -will be elaborated on below. The model of full transparency sought to make all information public and open to "increased scrutiny". This meant that huge databases would be released on the Internet and everyone would have full access to them. As could be anticipated, without the background knowledge and the technical expertise to navigate these large data sets, very few people were willing and able to search through the massive amounts of data and to put them into context. Consequently the public did not miraculously arrive at sensible conclusions or decide to hold the government accountable for its actions. WikiLeaks was leaving it up to the average citizen to mine the data and find the information needed in order to understand and change policy failures. Unsurprisingly, this was not done on any significant scale. There was a clear need for experts to translate these data into a language that people could comprehend. The early philosophy of WikiLeaks was tied to the anarchistic tenets of Hacker culture. These proved to be fairly unrealistic. paper on DNA, you are required, by all the good biological journals, to submit the data that has informed your research-the idea being that people will replicate it, check it, verify it. So this is something that needs to be done for journalism as well."
The Full Transparency Model
Scientific Journalism
The WikiLeaks website considers the publication of the original source material alongside the news stories as one of its most important activities. The procedure is described as follows: "When information comes in, our journalists analyse the material, verify it and write a news piece about it describing its significance to society. We then publish both the news story and the original material In the end, the approach of scientific journalism also proved to be problematic. The disclosure of the "Collateral Murder" video was not an unmitigated success. The title as well as the message of the edited, "interpreted," footage was probably too heavy-handed. The fact that the original footage of the video had also 46 Cohen & Stelter 2010. been provided on the website of WikiLeaks so people could check the original source did not seem to matter. Moreover, the release of the Afghanistan and Iraq War logs was also criticized for not being handled with enough care. These problems led
Assange to develop yet another model for WikiLeaks.
Collaboration with the Mainstream Press
With the publication of the diplomatic cables, the biggest leak so far, WikiLeaks 
The OpenLeaks Model
Former OpenLeaks, if sources think that something is best suited to the local press, they have the right to see that this happens. If they believe Amnesty International is the best recipient, OL will honor their decision." 52 Hence, unlike WikiLeaks, OpenLeaks is not a publishing platform but an organization that concentrates solely on the first half of the whistle-blowing process. Every partner of OL will obtain a secure mailbox where documents can be deposited and accessed by the organization that has been appointed as the one responsible for publication.
The source decides how long a recipient has exclusive access to the documents. Some organizations may be prevented from publishing the leaked documents because of internal or external pressure. In order to guarantee that the publication is not suppressed, OL will try to create a large network of partners. In this pool of partners, Domscheit-Berg believes, at least one will always be found who is willing to publish the documents:
We hope a broad base will have a protective effect on the entire OpenLeaks community. A large network of partners -media outlets, NGOs, trade unions, journalism schools, and other independent organizations -would be a strong bulwark against attacks on the principle of digital mailboxes. The right to receive information and documents from anonymous sources should apply just as much to the digital world as to the traditional email.
So far, there is little indication that OpenLeaks has managed to realize these objectives. The OpenLeaks website has been operational since early 2011, but there is little evidence of any Leaking activity.
The problem with OpenLeaks is not only lack of interest, however.
OpenLeaks has mainly been conceived as an operation that avoids the shortcomings that plagued WikiLeaks. As a result it has ditched some of the strengths of the WikiLeaks model. Handing over the power to decide which organization will be allowed to publish the leaked information to the whistleblowers themselves may preclude the type of erratic behavior Assange engaged in, but it creates a whole new set of problems. As Beckett and Ball note, it threatens to turn the leak site into an NGO advocacy agency. If a leak-site simply submits to the partisan objectives of whistleblowers and NGOs, its revelations would be associated with a particular cause, and "the more general credibility it enjoys as a disruptive platform would be replaced with a much more functional, propagandist position." 53 For all its faults,
WikiLeaks remains an open, general-purpose leak site, without any prior commitments other than transparency and openness.
Networked Journalism and Republican Governance
In her book on WikiLeaks Heather Brooke commented: "Leaks have happened before. They are not new. But the industrial scale of leaking made possible through the digitization of information and the ability to communicate instantly across the globe -that is new." 54 WikiLeaks and OpenLeaks have been struggling with the implications of this new ability ever since they discovered its explosive possibilities.
As we have seen in the previous section their efforts to create new formats for disclosing leaks remain unstable and unsettled. In this concluding section we will discuss the promise offered by these leak-sites, as well as the problems that have attended their rise. At the end of this section we will forward some proposals for a more stable and viable template to undertake the kinds of activities that WikiLeaks has pioneered.
This solution draws heavily on John Braithwaite's notion of republican governance. Much like a multinational corporation, WikiLeaks has moved beyond the reach of any national regulation, and much like a multinational corporation, it has discovered that the freedom this affords is a mixed blessing. In order to ensure its own continuity and to exploit the possibilities that come with being a stateless organization, WikiLeaks, or any organization that will mimic its model, would benefit from a degree of self-regulation and from the acceptance of forms of international governance that will allow for basic checks and balances. Only when it submits to principles, and to external checks of some kind, will an organization like WikiLeaks be able to remain durable, reliable and credible in the eyes of ordinary citizens around the world. WikiLeaks has lost much of its shine and may already be a spent
force, but the model it pioneered is not likely to disappear and will remain part of the new landscape of journalism that is emerging. In this new landscape the traditional media organizations are in retreat, although they will probably remain important players. Emerging new forms of journalism will increasingly supplement the old news institutions, not only the leak sites that have been the topic of this paper, but also new forms of public journalism, foundation journalism and internet journalism. We believe that this new mix of players in the field of journalism, the contours of which are slowly emerging, demands a new model for the Fourth Estate. These new actors need to be included in any effective governance model for renegade leak sites such as WikiLeaks.
WikiLeaks As a Stateless Organization
What is so startling about the "industrial leaking" by WikiLeaks is that it no longer needs a big industrial plant or a radio station in the physical world to spread information all over the globe. Even though WikiLeaks publishes unprecedented quantities of leaked information, there is no need for the organization to be rooted in On the Facebook page Mathews had been registered as an "officer" of WikiLeaks.
Even though this involved little more than being an "officer" of a Facebook page, he was summoned to appear in court. After the case against Dynadot crumbled, Julius
Baer Bank also dropped the case against Mathews. All legal attempts to stop WikiLeaks led to nothing. Ultimately, WikiLeaks did not prove to be a suable entity.
The only way to get at WikiLeaks was through actions against third party agents or providers in order to stifle its operation. Julius Baer Bank was only able to stop
WikiLeaks for a brief period through this course of action, however. Not long after it had to give up. The United States government is also opting for this method.
Because there is no world-wide institution to provide accountability, Brooke notes:
"The American solution has been to expand its influence and jurisdiction globally."
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The United States has tried to get at WikiLeaks through the companies that facilitated its operations. It has been more successful in pursuing this strategy than Julius Baer
Bank. Yet, even though this effort has made life quite difficult for WikiLeaks, it has failed to shut down the site.
The U.S. is also trying to build a case against Julian Assange personally through Private Bradley Manning, the leaker of many of the WikiLeaks disclosures.
When Manning leaked the information to WikiLeaks, he may have had contact with Julian Assange. If private Manning was groomed by Assange and WikiLeaks, then that would turn WikiLeaks into an espionage organization that could be sued for actively soliciting Manning to spy and leak. It seems unlikely that this course of action will ever be pursued, but it still hangs over Julian Assange's head as a threat.
"What Julian Wants"
Even though the status of WikiLeaks as a stateless media organization has allowed it to disclose many of the leaks that have propelled it to world fame, there clearly are also downsides to the wide-ranging freedoms its statelessness affords. A truism of political and legal theory -and one of the most venerable insights of classical republicanism -is the old saw that power corrupts. The abiding truth of this maxim has been on display in the slow demise of Assange and the WikiLeaks organization.
As Becket and Ball note, there has been a total lack of accountability in the [T]he richer and more plural the separations of powers in a polity, the less we have to rely on narrow, formal, strongly punitive regulation targeted on the beneficiaries of abuse of power. The more we can rely on a regulatory dialogue wherein an appeal is made to the sense of social responsibility of all actors with a capacity to prevent the wrongdoing, the more persuasion can replace punishment. Braithwaite combines the republican ideal of checks and balances -mainly through the mobilization of stakeholders -with the democratic ideal of meaningful participation and involvement by the public. The new forms of journalism offer many opportunities for such a form of republican governance. Public journalism, for example, encourages civic participation in public affairs. In the words of Bowman and
Republican Governance
Willis, it is model based on citizens "playing an active role in the process of collecting, reporting, analyzing, and disseminating news and information." 68 Foundation journalism, i.e. not-for-profit, public-interest journalism financed through charitable foundations, is another alternative that is in the ascendance. It is a form of publicspirited journalism established, in many cases, to compensate for the growing lack of investigative reporting in today's commercial journalism. This is supplemented by many new forms of advocacy journalism, i.e. journalism in the service of some declared political or social purpose. All these new forms of journalism populate the habitat in which WikiLeaks strives to gain an audience for its leaked data. We believe these new forms of journalism afford opportunities, but also provide checks and impose standards. They constitute the new home in which organizations like
WikiLeaks must be domesticated.
Conclusion
In this article we provided a number of distinct, but interlocking, arguments to support the claim that organizations such as WikiLeaks are best regulated within a republican governance model, to foster a degree of responsibility and exact respect for basic journalistic standards. In these final remarks we would like to retrace our steps and explain how we arrived at this conclusion from the simple empirical observation that we have now entered a world in which large caches of information can be made available around the world to everyone with access to a computer. First, we rejected the disintermediation narrative, i.e. the notion that this new availability of information is not a problem at all and that it heralds a new era of grass roots empowerment in which gatekeepers and information monopolies simply become a thing of the past.
The oversized data sets of official information which are available through sites like
WikiLeaks are simply too complex and opaque to have a clear meaning to people.
For these large datasets to be relevant to the public, they have to be digested and interpreted. Someone will have to provide the context and explain the significance of 67 Baker 2002, p. 148. 68 Bowman and Willis 2003, p. 9. these data sets. Hence, the role of experts and specialists remains unavoidable, even though eventually it is up to the public to make up its mind.
Subsequently, we looked at a number of models put forward to conceptualize what leak sites like WikiLeaks are doing. We argued that the model that worked best, so far, was the one in which WikiLeaks sought cooperation with established news organizations to publish its database of diplomatic cables. The forms of cooperation that were established to inform the public about these cables benefited both parties.
It imposed limits on the WikiLeaks organization and made sure it abided by good journalistic practices, and it jockeyed mainstream media organizations out of their complacency and allowed them to publish material that might otherwise have been blocked by national governments.
Finally, we argued that it would be both in the interest of the public and of
WikiLeaks -or any other leak site that follows in its tracks, -to stabilize this working arrangement, this modus operandi, in a more self-conscious form of republican governance. A stateless organization like WikiLeaks may be beyond the reach of national regulation, but it remains highly dependent on the credit it has with its publics all over the world and with any potential whistleblowers that want to expose a wrong or an injustice. People can lose faith in the evenhandedness of a leak site and whistleblowers can take their stories elsewhere. A leak site that wants to remain credible and relevant needs to be principled and transparent. We believe that the traditional news media, as well as the new emerging forms of journalism, can provide an environment in which leak sites such as WikiLeaks, dependent on the expertise and the platforms these potential journalistic partners provide, are scrutinized, challenged and checked more effectively.
